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would be less to stimulate the economy 

than to lock in long-term tax cuts. 

Given that so much of the imaginary 

surplus that was meant to finance the 

tax cuts has disappeared, this plan is 

ill-advised.

All items in an economic stimulus 

package should be temporary, not per-

manent. We need to provide immediate 

stimulus without doing harm to the 

long-term budget outlook. I support a 

short-term package that boosts con-

sumer confidence, encourages invest-

ment and maintains fiscal discipline 

which will help keep our long-term in-

terest rates in check. I hope that that 

is what Congress decides to help the 

people with. 

f 

b 1500

WHAT MADE AMERICA GREAT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-

MONS). Under the Speaker’s announced 

policy of January 3, 2001, the gen-

tleman from Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT)

is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 

Speaker, today America is the undis-

puted superpower of the world. How did 

we do that? We do not have the most 

oil or the most gold or silver or dia-

monds. We do not have the best agri-

cultural land. But yet we are the envy 

of every Nation in the world. How did 

we get here? 

What I want to spend the next few 

minutes doing is looking at what made 

America great, and to do that I am 

going to plagiarize a sermon given by 

Dr. Richard Fredericks of the Damas-

cus Road Community Church. 

In the quotes that I will give, there 

will be lots of mention of Christianity. 

I would like to note that in the time in 

which these quotes were made, Christi-

anity and religion were essentially 

equivalent terms; so when you hear 

Christianity, please think God-fearing 

person, rather than a specific religion 

or specific sect. 

After the terrorist attacks, it is im-

portant that we celebrate our Nation’s 

independence and freedom; that we 

pause to reflect on our national herit-

age as a defender of freedom and jus-

tice, to remember that our Founding 

Fathers and hundreds of thousands 

since bought our freedom at a price. 

Freedom is never free. 

Our national freedom was very cost-

ly. Five of the 55 signers of the Dec-

laration of Independence were captured 

and executed by the British, nine of 

them died on the battlefields of the 

Revolutionary War, and another dozen 

lost their homes, possessions and for-

tunes to British occupation. Our birth 

as a Nation was not cheap for these 

men.

What beliefs and convictions moti-

vated them to do what they did? In-

creasingly, Mr. Speaker, in the United 

States today we are told that our 

Founding Fathers intended there to be 

this solid, necessary and protective 

wall erected between Church and State, 

to separate them, to keep each exclu-

sively in its respective sphere of influ-

ence.
The key phrase we now use, which 

first appeared in the judicial vocabu-

lary in the United States in 1947, is the 

separation of church and state. By and 

large, Americans have accepted or ac-

quiesced to this new phrase, though it 

nowhere appears in the United States 

Constitution or in the first amend-

ment, where the three words ‘‘separa-

tion, church and state’’ are not even 

found at all. 
Actually, those three words first ap-

peared together in another constitu-

tion. It is the constitution of the 

United Soviet Socialist Republic. Let 

me read from article 124. 
In order to ensure to citizens freedom 

of conscience, the church in the USSR 

is separated from the state and the 

schools from the church. 
The logic behind this phrase is that 

religion is a private matter that should 

neither guide nor even be allowed to 

possibly influence public education, 

the formation of minds, government 

legislation, the formation of laws, and 

judicial rulings on what is legal and 

just, the maintenance of justice. These 

are seen as distinctly secular arenas. 

Religion as a living force must be kept 

out of any public process that is in any 

way supported by any level of local, 

State or federal funds, and this is espe-

cially true of Christianity, or it could 

threaten the rights and liberty or co-

erce the minds of nonbelievers. 
A few historic and generic references 

to God are still allowed. Our coins still 

say ‘‘in God we trust,’’ a statement put 

there by the United States Congress to 

remind Americans of the true source of 

their security. Our Supreme Court and 

the Houses of Congress still invoke the 

name of God. Presidents are still inau-

gurated with their hand on the Bible 

when taking the oath of office. 
But each of these traditions is al-

ready under attack, and in America 

today to teach that the great laws and 

principles of the Judeo-Christian herit-

age and the morality of the Bible were 

the unique bases of our national gov-

ernment and offer the guiding norm for 

our Nation is now an illegal act. Viola-

tors of this no-faith-in-the-public- 

arena dictum are attacked by the 

American Civil Liberties Union and 

other watchdog organizations of our 

now secularized government, legal and 

public educational systems. Every year 

teachers are fired for the single offense 

of answering questions on the meaning 

of life with a reference to their faith in 

God, while teachers advocating homo-

sexuality or adultery are protected due 

to personal rights and freedom of 

speech.
In the grand American experiment, 

freedom or liberty has always been the 

key word and the founding principle. 
Our Liberty Bell quotes from Leviticus 
25:10, ‘‘proclaim liberty throughout all 
the land.’’ The Pilgrims came to Amer-
ica not primarily in search of riches. In 
fact, many of them left riches to come 
here, but to obtain freedom to worship, 
as did most who followed them for the 
next two centuries. 

The American revolution from Brit-
ain was about the establishment of a 
just and free citizenry. Even our blood-
iest war, the one that claimed more 
American lives than all other U.S. wars 
combined, the American Civil War, was 
at its heart a battle over two defini-
tions of freedom. 

In our day, this American concept of 
freedom is now defined as the freedom 
to say anything, show anything, be-
lieve or promote anything, and act in 
any way, with no submission to regard 
or even respect toward any concept of 
a guiding prescriptive truth or moral-
ity.

There is only one kind of freedom of 
speech the first amendment no longer 
protects in this new era; that is prayer. 
Academic freedom has become the free-
dom of student or teacher to hold or 
express views against any national or-
ganization or patriotic, moral or reli-
gious principle without fear of arbi-
trary interference, except if the stu-
dent is deemed bigoted, homophobic, 
chauvinistic, anti-feministic, impe-
rialistic, police-raid patriotic, reli-
gious, politically conservative or oth-
erwise politically incorrect. Then he 
must be shamed. 

The only sacred virtue that is still 
taught in our secular universities, one 
that must be protected, is absolute tol-
erance towards all views and lifestyles 
as equally valid, valuable and honor-
able, except any faith-based moral view 
that challenges that assumption. Then 
absolute intolerance toward that per-
son is a virtue. 

Officially, this all began only about 
50 years ago when the Supreme Court 
made a sharp 180 degree turn. With no 
historical precedent, they began to up-
hold the idea that untold damage could 
be done to American liberty unless the 
States and courts rejected all recourse 
or reference to the law of God, the 
principles of the Bible, and especially 
the morality and world view that flows 
from the Christian faith. 

To allow the Christian faith to shape 
the public arena is now condemned as 
unconstitutional, a reference to its 
United States Constitution and its sub-
sequent amendments. Since then, our 
children are taught from grade school 
through college a view of United States 
history that claims America never 
really was a Christian nation. The 
textbooks are bled dry of all Christian 
references. They are taught that the 

Founding Fathers were primarily athe-

ists or deists. 
Deism is a belief that God created 

the world and then left it alone. He re-

moved himself from its affairs so that 
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there is no divine intervention or inter-
action. God does not answer prayers or 
get involved in any way. Students are 
taught that primarily the atheistic, 
humanistic philosophers of the enlight-
enment shaped the thinking and 
writings of America’s earliest leaders. 
Little or no mention is allowed in the 
classroom concerning the central role 
the Bible played in shaping the prin-
ciples of government which guide our 
Nation.

Increasingly, Christians that seek to 
express their faith as the guiding fac-
tor in their decisions and actions in the 
workplace, the arena of politics, or in 
tax-funded education of their children 
are punished or censored legally and 
ridiculed personally as dangerous right 
wing religionists. 

My goal is twofold: first, I want to 
set the record straight by exposing the 
lie that the last 40 years of revisionist 
history and arbitrary judicial legisla-
tion concerning American history, the 
faith of the Founding Fathers and the 
intent of the United States Constitu-
tion, especially the first amendment, 
which protects religious freedom; and, 
second, I hope to instill in our hearts a 
renewed boldness for believing that 
only a true Biblical Judeo-Christian 
world view could and did produce a Na-
tion like ours, and only a distinctive 
Judeo-Christian world view can sustain 
it.

Now, let me take you back on a jour-
ney. Were the Founding Fathers deists 
or atheists? Actually, 52 of the 55 sign-
ers of the Declaration of Independence 
were orthodox, deeply-committed 
Christians. The other three all believed 
in the Bible as divine truth, the God of 
scripture, and his personal interven-
tion. This deep personal faith was also 
true of all of our Presidents until re-
cently.

This explains why when you go to 
Washington, D.C., everywhere you turn 
there are scriptures written on every 
monument and building. This explains 
why the same Congress that signed the 
Declaration of Independence also 
formed the American Bible Society, 
which the second and sixth U.S. Presi-
dents served as chairman of. This ex-
plains why after creating the Declara-
tion of Independence, immediately the 
Continental Congress voted to pur-
chase and import 20,000 copies of scrip-
ture for the people of this new Nation. 

They were not deists or atheists, but 
believed that the foundation of this 
new Nation must rest on the revealed 
truth of scripture and morality and the 
constant sovereignty of God revealed 
in scripture. 

Let us let them speak directly. Pat-
rick Henry is called the firebrand of 
the American Revolution. His words 
spoken in St. John’s Church Richmond 
on March 23, 1775, ‘‘Give me liberty, or 
give me death,’’ are still memorized by 
students. But in current textbooks the 
contents of these words is deleted. Here 
is what he said. 

‘‘An appeal to arms and the God of 

hosts is all that is left us. But we shall 

not fight our battle alone. There is a 

just God that presides over the des-

tinies of nations. The battle, sir, is not 

to the strong alone. Is life so dear or 

peace so sweet as to be purchased at 

the price of chains and slavery? Forbid 

it almighty God. I know not what 

course others may take, but as for me, 

give me liberty, or give me death.’’ 
These sentences have been erased 

from our textbooks. Was Patrick Henry 

a Christian? The following year, 1776, 

he wrote this: ‘‘It cannot be empha-

sized too strongly or too often that this 

great Nation was founded not by reli-

gionists, but by Christians; not on reli-

gious, but on the Gospel of Jesus 

Christ. For that reason alone, people of 

other faiths have been afforded free-

dom of worship here.’’ 
Now to the man that historical revi-

sionists most often claim was a deist, 

thus who believe God was not con-

cerned in the affairs of men, Benjamin 

Franklin. Was Benjamin Franklin a 

deist? Let us allow him to speak for 

himself.
The time was June 28, 1787. Benjamin 

Franklin was 81 years old, Governor of 

Pennsylvania and the most honored 

member of the Constitutional Conven-

tion. The convention was deadlocked 

over several key issues of State and 

Federal rights when Franklin rose and 

reminded them of the Continental Con-

gress in 1776 that shaped the Declara-

tion of Independence. 
This is what he said: ‘‘In the days of 

our contest with Great Britain when 

we were sensible of danger, we had 

daily prayer in this room for divine 

protection. Our prayers, sir, were 

heard, and they were graciously an-

swered. All of us who were engaged in 

the struggle must have observed fre-

quent instances of superintending prov-

idence in our favor. To that kind provi-

dence we owe this happy opportunity 

to establish our Nation. And have we 

now forgotten that powerful friend? Do 

we imagine that we no longer need his 

assistance? I have lived, sir, a long 

time, and the longer I live, the more 

convincing proofs I see of this truth, 

that God governs in the affairs of men. 

And if a sparrow cannot fall to the 

ground without his notice, it is prob-

able that a new Nation cannot rise 

without his aid. We have been assured, 

sir, in the sacred writings that except 

the Lord build the house, they labor in 

vain that built it. I therefore beg leave 

to move that henceforth prayers im-

ploring the assistance of heaven and its 

blessings on our deliberations be held 

in this assembly every morning before 

we proceed to any business.’’ 
The following year, in a letter to the 

French Minister of State, Franklin, 

speaking of our Nation, said, ‘‘Whoever 

shall introduce into public office the 

principles of Christianity will change 

the face of the world.’’ 

b 1515

The other deist, it is claimed, prob-
ably with most evidence, was Thomas 
Jefferson. Jefferson was a great stu-
dent of scripture who honored Christ as 
his greatest teacher and mentor but 
doubted his divinity. But was Jefferson 
a deist ? On the front of his well-worn 
Bible Jefferson wrote, ‘‘I am a real 
Christian, that is to say, a disciple of 
the doctrines of Jesus. I have little 
doubt that our whole country will soon 
be rallied to the unity of our creator 
and, I hope, to the pure doctrine of 

Jesus also.’’ 
On slavery, Jefferson wrote, ‘‘Al-

mighty God has created men’s mind 

free. Commerce between master and 

slave is despotism. I tremble for my 

country when I reflect that God is just; 

that his justice cannot sleep forever.’’ 
For the revisionist, these two men 

are their best and only shot at deist; 

and they clearly were not. Yet from 

them they generalize to all. So let us 

turn to our other early leaders. George 

Washington is called the Father of our 

Nation. Listen to his heart on the 

Christian faith. In his farewell speech 

on September 19, 1796, he said, ‘‘It is 

impossible to govern the world without 

God and the Bible. Of all the disposi-

tions and habits that lead to political 

prosperity, our religion and morality 

are the indispensable supporters. Let 

us with caution indulge the suppo-

sition,’’ that is, the idea ‘‘that moral-

ity can be maintained without religion. 

Reason and experience both forbid us 

to expect that our national morality 

can prevail in exclusion of religious 

principle.’’
What did Washington mean by reli-

gion? Was he a true Christian? Let me 

excerpt several lines from his personal 

prayer book: ‘‘Oh, eternal and ever-

lasting God, direct my thoughts, words 

and work. Wash away my sins in the 

emaculate blood of the lamb and purge 

my heart by thy Holy Spirit. Daily, 

frame me more and more in the like-

ness of thy son, Jesus Christ, that liv-

ing in thy fear, and dying in thy favor, 

I may in thy appointed time obtain the 

resurrection of the justified unto eter-

nal life. Bless, O Lord, the whole race 

of mankind and let the world be filled 

with the knowledge of thee and thy 

son, Jesus Christ.’’ 
At Mount Vernon, Washington, you 

can still see the benediction he se-

lected. It is John 11:25: ‘‘I am the res-

urrection and the life. He who believes 

in me shall live even if he dies.’’ 
John Adams, our second President, 

also served as chairman of the Amer-

ican Bible Society. In an address to 

military leaders he said, ‘‘We have no 

government armed with the power ca-

pable of contending with human pas-

sions, unbridled by morality and true 

religion. Our Constitution was made 

only for a moral and religious people. 

It is wholly inadequate to the govern-

ment of any other.’’ 
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John Jay, our first Supreme Court 

Justice, stated that when we select our 

national leaders, if we are to preserve 

our Nation, we must select Christians. 

‘‘Providence has given to our people 

the choice of their rulers, and it is the 

duty as well as the privilege and inter-

est of our Christian Nation to select 

and prefer Christians for their rulers.’’ 
In fact, 11 of the 13 new State con-

stitutions were also ratified in 1776. All 

required leaders to take an oath simi-

lar to this oath of Delaware: ‘‘Everyone 

appointed to public office must say, ’I 

do profess faith in God the father and 

in the Lord Jesus Christ, his only son, 

and in the holy ghost; and in God who 

is blessed forevermore I do acknowl-

edge the Holy Scriptures, both Old and 

New Testaments, which are given by 

divine inspiration.’’ 
At the time of our Nation’s bicenten-

nial 1976, political science professors at 

the University of Houston began to ask 

some key questions: Why is it that the 

American Constitution has been able 

to stand the test of time? Why has it 

not gone through massive revisions? 

Why is it looked on as a model by doz-

ens of nations? What wisdom possessed 

these men to produce such an incred-

ible document? Who did they turn to 

for inspiration? 
They spent 10 years cataloging 15,000 

documents of the Founding Fathers. 

They found that the Founding Fathers 

most often quoted these three men. 

The most quoted was Baron Charles 

Montesquieu, who wrote in his Spirit of 

the Laws, 1748: ‘‘The Christian religion, 

which orders men to love one another, 

no doubt creates the best political laws 

and the best civil laws for each people. 

The morality of the gospel is the no-

blest gift ever bestowed by God on 

man. We shall see that we owe to 

Christianity benefits which human na-

ture alone can never sufficiently ac-

knowledge. The principles of Christi-

anity, deeply engraved on the heart, 

would be infinitely more powerful than 

the false monarchies, the humane vir-

tue of republics, or the servile fear of 

despotic states.’’ 
The second most quoted was Sir Wil-

liam Blackstone, a devout British law 

professor who believed all laws must be 

proved from Scripture, and the third 

was John Locke, whose treatise on 

civil government quoted the Bible 102 

times. Yet, most importantly, they 

found that the Bible itself was directly 

quoted four times more than 

Montesquieu, six times more than 

Blackstone, and 12 times more than 

John Locke. In fact, 34 percent of all of 

the quotes and the writings of the 

Founding Fathers were direct word-for- 

word quotes from the Bible. Further, 

another 60 percent of their quotes were 

quoting men who were quoting the 

Bible, so that an incredible 94 percent 

of all of the quotes in these 15,000 docu-

ments were direct quotes from or ref-

erences to the Bible. 

So how did they produce a document 

that has withstood the test of an evolv-

ing government and growing Nation for 

225 years? The answer: these men were 

steeped in the word of God. They un-

derstood their need of its constant di-

rection, and they established a Nation 

based on its undying principles. 
Let me illustrate this fact more. 

When the Founding Fathers were try-

ing to figure out the most effective 

form of government, they came up with 

the idea of three distinct branches of 

the Federal and State government. Do 

we know how they decided that? They 

looked to Isaiah 33:22: ‘‘For the Lord is 

our judge, the Lord is our law-giver, 

the Lord is our king. He will save us.’’ 
Further, they decided there must be 

a clear separation of powers in these 

three branches of government to pro-

tect from the rise of despotism. They 

based that conviction on a true under-

standing of the human heart they 

found in Jeremiah 17:9: ‘‘For the heart 

is more deceitful than all else and des-

perately wicked. Who can know it?’’ 
When they sought to develop strong 

churches throughout the land, and they 

were encouraged, but not supported, by 

government funds, they set aside gov-

ernment lands to give to churches, and 

determined all churches were tax-ex-

empt. We still honor that early convic-

tion. That law was based on Ezra 7:24: 

‘‘You are also to know that you have 

no authority to impose taxes, tribute, 

or duty on any of the priests, Levites, 

singers, temple servants, or other 

workers in the House of the Lord.’’ 
These leaders knew their Bible, and 

they absolutely trusted its wisdom. So 

the first great lie in America today is 

that our Founding Fathers were not 

Christians seeking to establish a Chris-

tian Nation. They most decidedly were. 
The second lie emerges from the 

first. It is that the Founding Fathers 

established a wall of separation be-

tween religion, especially Christianity 

and government, to ensure that these 

two would not mix. Do you know that 

67 percent of Americans today believe 

that the phrase ‘‘separation of church 

and state’’ is part of the Constitution? 

Remember, the words ‘‘separation, 

church and state’’ do not ever appear 

in the first amendment and appear no-

where together anywhere in the Con-

stitution. Here is the truth: our Found-

ing Fathers had every intention of es-

tablishing a distinctly Christian Na-

tion. They had every intent of also giv-

ing freedom to Islam, Judaism, Bud-

dhism, or Hinduism. Their intent was 

to establish a distinctly Christian Na-

tion, but one where no one Christian 

denomination ruled over the other de-

nominations, as had been the case in so 

much of Europe. They wanted to honor 

the fact that under God, all men are 

created equal in value and rights. 
John Quincy Adams was the son of 

John Adams. He was a U.S. Congress-

man, the U.S. Minister to Russia, 

France and Great Britain; Secretary of 
State under James Monroe; and the 
sixth U.S. President. He was also the 
chairman of the American Bible Soci-
ety, which he considered his highest 
honor and most important role. Cele-
brating the 4th of July, 1821, President 
Adams said, ‘‘The highest glory of the 
American Revolution was this: it con-
nected in one indissoluble bond the 
principles of civil government with the 
principles of Christianity. 

Mr. Speaker, 104 years later, the 30th 
President of the United States, Calvin 
Coolidge, reaffirmed this truth on 
March 4, 1925: 

‘‘America seeks no empires built on 
blood and forces. She cherishes no pur-
pose save to merit the favor of Al-
mighty God.’’ He late wrote: ‘‘The 
foundations of our society and our gov-
ernment rest so much on the teachings 
of the Bible that it would be difficult 
to support them if faith in these teach-
ings would cease to be practically uni-
versal in our country.’’ 

Not only our Presidents, but the Su-
preme Court, for 160 years consistently 
and categorically ruled in favor of 
church and state united hand in hand. 
The first ruling came in 1796, Runkle v. 
Winemiller. The Supreme Court ruled: 
‘‘By our form of government, the Chris-
tian religion is the established religion 
of all sects.’’ They did not consider re-
ligions as equal, but only the different 
variations or denominations of the 
Christian faith. 

The Supreme Court consistently 
ruled for Christian principle as the 
foundation of our American laws. In 
1811, the Peoples v. Ruggles shows this 
clearly. Mr. Ruggles’ crime was that he 
publicly slandered the Bible. What 
would happen today? In 1811, Ruggles 
was arrested and his case went all the 
way from New York District Court to 
the Supreme Court. This was their ver-
dict: ‘‘You have attacked the Bible. In 
attacking the Bible, you have attacked 
Jesus Christ. And in attacking Jesus 
Christ, you have attacked the roots of 
our Nation. Whatever strikes at the 
root of Christianity manifests itself in 
the dissolving of our civil govern-
ment.’’

The Justices sentenced him to 3 
months in prison and a $500 fine, one 
year’s wage. This is a more severe pun-
ishment than convicted rapists who 
end up serving on average 85 days in 
jail.

In 1844, Vida v. Gerrard, a public 
school teacher, decided she would teach 
morality without use of the Bible. The 
Supreme Court ruled ‘‘why not use the 
Bible, especially the New Testament? 
It should be read and taught as the di-
vine revelation in the schools. Where 
can the purist principles of morality be 
learned so clearly and so perfectly as 

from the New Testament?’’ 
In a landmark decision rendered Feb-

ruary 29, 1892, against the claim of the 

cult called the Church of the Holy Spir-

it that Christianity was not the faith 
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of the people, the Supreme Court did 

two powerful things in its ruling. First, 

Justice Josiah Brewer stated, ‘‘Our 

laws and our institutions must nec-

essarily be based upon and embody the 

teachings of the redeemer of mankind. 

It is impossible that they should be 

otherwise; and in this sense and to this 

extent, our civilization and our institu-

tions are emphatically Christian. No 

purpose of action against our religion 

can be imputed to any legislation, 

State or national, because this is a re-

ligious people. This is historically true. 

From the discovery of this continent to 

this present hour, there is a single 

voice making this affirmation.’’ 
But then the Justices went on, citing 

87 different legal precedents to affirm 

that America was formed as a Chris-

tian nation by believing Christians. 

They even spent for the first 100 years 

tax dollars for Christian missionaries 

to do the work of evangelism on the 

frontiers and granted public lands for 

churches and church-based schools. 
Friends, regardless of how we feel 

about it today, the historical fact is 

that there was no separation of church 

and state, other than a lack of govern-

ment funding of one denomination for 

160 years of American history. They 

were one and the same. The first 

amendment did not separate religion 

from government; it simply ensured 

that no one denomination was favored 

over all others, as in England. 
Let us move across the street from 

the Supreme Court to Congress. 

b 1530

One example will suffice. As human-

ism and Darwinism began to rise in the 

nineteenth century, some made chal-

lenges to the idea that America was a 

Christian Nation. Both Houses of Con-

gress spent 1 year, from 1853 to 1854, 

studying the connection of America 

and the Christian faith. 

In March 27, 1854, Senate Committee 

on the Judiciary chair, Senator Badg-

er, issued its final report. Let me quote 

from this resolution: 

‘‘The first amendment religion clause 

speaks against an establishment of re-

ligion. What is meant by that expres-

sion? The Founding Fathers intended 

by this amendment to prohibit an es-

tablishment of religion, such as the 

Church of England presented, or any-

thing like it. But they had no fear or 

jealousy of religion itself, nor did they 

wish to see us an irreligious people. 

They did not intend to spread all over 

the public authorities and the whole 

public action of the Nation the dead 

and revolting spectacle of atheistic ap-

athy.’’

What would they say about us today? 

I continue to quote: 

‘‘In this age there can be no sub-

stitute for Christianity. By its general 

principles, the Christian faith is the 

great conserving element on which we 

must rely for the purity and perma-

nence of our free institutions. That was 

the religion of the Founding Fathers of 

the Republic, and they expected it to 

remain the religion of their descend-

ents.’’
Based on this report, in May of 1854, 

in joint session of Congress, this reso-

lution was passed. This is a resolution 

passed by the Congress, and I quote: 
‘‘The great vital and conserving ele-

ment in our system of government is 

the belief of our people in the pure doc-

trines and divine truths of the Gospel 

of Jesus Christ.’’ 
That was this Congress in May of 

1854.
Let us move from Congress to our 

public schools. For over 140 years, after 

the first amendment was passed, we 

spent tax dollars to educate students in 

public schools that were distinctly 

Christian.
In 1782, the United States Congress 

voted this resolution, in 1782 our Con-

gress voted this resolution: ‘‘The Con-

gress of the United States recommends 

and approves the Holy Bible for use in 

our schools.’’ 
In grammar schools from 1690 until 

after World War II, two books were the 

dominant teaching schools. The first 

and oldest was the New England Prim-

er, used for 200 years from 1690 to al-

most 1900. The basics of alphabet were 

taught on Biblical verses. 
One lesson went this way: 
‘‘A, A wise son makes a glad father 

but a foolish son is heaviness to his 

mother.
B, Better is little with the fear of the 

Lord than abundance apart from him; 
C, Come unto Christ, all you who are 

weary and heavily laden; 
D, Do not do the abominable thing, 

which I hate, sayeth the Lord; 
E, Except a man be born again he 

cannot see the Kingdom of God.’’ 
The second great teaching tool for 

100 years was the McGuffey Reader, 

which went through three editions and 

sold over 125 million copies until print-

ing was stopped in 1963. 
William Holmes McGuffey was the 

Professor of Moral Philosophy at Jef-

ferson’s University of Virginia, and the 

first President of Ohio University. 

President Lincoln called him the 

‘‘Schoolmaster of the Nation.’’ 
In his introduction to teachers at the 

beginning of his textbook, McGuffey 

laid out his rationale. Let me quote 

just two brief paragraphs: 
‘‘The Christian religion is the reli-

gion of our country. From it are de-

rived our notions on the character of 

God, on the great moral Governor of 

the universe. On its doctrines are 

founded the peculiarities of our free in-

stitutions.
‘‘From no source has the author 

drawn more conspicuously than from 

the sacred Scriptures. For all these ex-

tracts from the Bible I make no apol-

ogy.’’
He went on to say his only apology is 

for not using the Scriptures more. 

Mr. Speaker, why was America 

great? Because every student coming 

through our school system was memo-

rizing scripture and learning the Bib-

lical basis of right and wrong, good and 

evil, sin and salvation. That was the 

express purpose of our Nation and our 

Founding Fathers. They were not de-

ists nor atheists, nor were they trying 

to exclude religion from a guiding role 

in the Federal Government and all of 

its institutions. 
Of the first 108 universities founded 

in America, 106 were distinctly Chris-

tian, including the first, Harvard Uni-

versity, chartered in 1636 and named 

after beloved New England Pastor John 

Harvard.
In the original Harvard Student 

Handbook, rule number 1, now this is 

in Harvard, think about it today, rule 

number 1 was that students seeking en-

trance must know Latin and Greek so 

that they could study the Scriptures: 
‘‘Let every student be plainly in-

structed and earnestly pressed to con-

sider well, the main end of his life and 

studies is, to know God and Jesus 

Christ, which is eternal life, John 17:3; 

and therefore to lay Jesus Christ as the 

only foundation of all sound knowledge 

and learning.’’ 
For over 100 years, more than 50 per-

cent of all of Harvard’s graduates were 

pastors.
America’s law schools for 160 years 

used Blackstone’s Commentaries to 

train attorneys. Every time that a 

model case or law was mentioned in 

Blackstone’s Commentaries, next to 

the law in the margin he would print 

all of the texts in the Bible that sup-

ported and illuminated that law to 

prove that it was just. Those com-

mentaries trained our lawyers for 160 

years, and led to the conversion of 

many law students. 
Perhaps the most famous example 

was Charles Finney, great American 

evangelist. Finney studied law, became 

a believer through reading Blackstone, 

and was used by God to convert 500,000 

people in the great revivals of the 1830s 

and 1840s. 
Mr. Speaker, this is why America 

was great. David Moore interviewed 

Bob Vernon, Assistant Chief of Police 

in the LAPD, in 1991. Chief Vernon had 

hosted a visiting delegation of leading 

police officers from the Soviet Union in 

1989 who came to Los Angeles to see 

the model police force. They talked 

through interpreters. 
After several days together, the chief 

Russian officer stood indignant, point-

ed his finger, and began to speak vehe-

mently, with passion and conviction. 
Vernon asked, ‘‘What did I say? How 

did I offend him? What did I do 

wrong?’’ The interpreter said, ‘‘You did 

not say anything wrong. He is simply 

frustrated and asking you: ‘Why is it 

that America is going the way of the 

Soviet Union? Why are you moving in 

that direction? Can you not see that 
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where we have been, it does not work? 

Why do you push God aside and seek to 

build only on yourselves?’ ’’. 
That is the question, why? How do we 

get from where we were for two cen-

turies to where we are in 2001? Let me 

tell the Members quickly. 
First, the great lie. In 1947, the Su-

preme Court in Everson vs. Board of 

Education deviated from every prece-

dent for the first time and in a limited 

way affirmed a wall of separation be-

tween church and State in the public 

classroom.
This was a totally new approach, a 

radical change in direction for the Su-

preme Court. It required ignoring every 

precedent of Supreme Court rulings for 

the past 160 years. 
Then in 1962, less than 40 years ago, 

in Engle vs. Vitale, the Supreme Court 

removed prayer from public schools. 

Since the founding of the Nation, pub-

lic school classrooms had begun their 

day with prayer. Now that was declared 

unconstitutional and an arbitrary use 

of the word. 
The prayer that was banished stated 

this:
‘‘Almighty God, we acknowledge our 

dependence on Thee. We beg Thy bless-

ings upon us and our parents and our 

teachers and our country. Amen.’’ 
But the Supreme Court, without any 

legal precedent, now declared such 

prayer to be unconstitutional. Really? 

The Declaration of Independence men-

tions God four times, twice in sen-

tences that are clearly intended as 

written prayers. Is our Declaration of 

Independence unconstitutional? 
Then things happened fast. On June 

17, 1963, the Supreme Court ruled in 

Abington vs. Schemp that Bible read-

ing was outlawed as unconstitutional 

in the public school system. The Court 

offered this justification: ‘‘If portions 

of the New Testament were read with-

out explanation, they could and have 

been psychologically harmful to chil-

dren.’’ Again, no legal or historical 

precedent was cited to back up this rul-

ing, Bible reading was now unconstitu-

tional, though the Bible was quoted 94 

percent of the time by those who wrote 

our Constitution and shaped our Na-

tion and its system of education and 

justice and government. 
In 1965, the Courts denied as uncon-

stitutional the right of a student in the 

public school cafeteria to bow his head 

and pray audibly for his food. That is 

against the law in America. In 1980, 

Stone vs. Graham outlined the Ten 

Commandments in our public school 

system. The Supreme Court said this: 
‘‘If the posted copies of the Ten Com-

mandments were to have any effect at 

all, it would be to induce school-

children to read them. And if they read 

them, meditated upon them, and per-

haps venerated and obeyed them, this 

is not a permissible objective.’’ 
Incredible. It is not a permissible ob-

jective to allow our children to follow 

the moral principles of the Ten Com-

mandments? James Madison, who was 

the primary author of the Constitution 

of the United States, said this about 

the Ten Commandments: ‘‘We have 

staked the whole future of our new na-

tion, not upon the power of govern-

ment; far from it. We have staked the 

future of all our political constitutions 

upon the capacity of each of ourselves 

to govern ourselves according to the 

moral principles of the Ten Command-

ments.’’
But the Supreme Court, bound to up-

hold the Constitution of the United 

States, ignored Madison’s interpreta-

tion of his own work. How odd, when 

above the seat of the Chief Justice of 

the Supreme Court to this very day the 

Ten Commandments are listed with the 

American eagle standing symbolically 

protecting them. Yet those justices 

said, ‘‘Not for our children.’’ 
At the close of every Court session 

since its inception, the Supreme Court 

crier said, ‘‘God save the United States 

and the Honorable Court.’’ But we can-

not say that in our schools. 
What has happened in America in 

these past 40 years? When we were true 

to our roots, we were the greatest Na-

tion in the world, the dream destina-

tion of millions in every country. But 

starting in 1963, the Bible was banned 

as psychologically harmful to children. 

That year, 1963, was the first year an 

entry about the separation of church 

and State ever appeared in the World 

Book Encyclopedia under the United 

States.
What have we reaped? America 100 

years ago had the highest literacy rate 

of any Nation on Earth. Today we 

spend more on education than any 

other Nation in the world, and yet, 

since 1987, we have graduated more 

than 1 million high school students 

who cannot even read their diploma. 
We spend more money than any other 

Nation in the industrialized world to 

educate our children, and yet, SAT 

scores fell for 24 straight years before 

finally levelling off at the bottom in 

the 1990s. 
Has this new protection from religion 

produced better students? Morally have 

they changed? Are things better in this 

new climate of protection from the 

dangers of religion? 
In a 1960 survey, 53 percent of Amer-

ica’s teenagers had never kissed, and 57 

percent said they had never necked, 

and that is ‘‘made out’’ in our current 

lingo, and 92 percent of teenagers in 

America said they were virgins in 1960. 

By 1990, just 30 years later, 75 percent 

of American high school students are 

sexually active by 18. 
In the next 5 years, we spent $4 bil-

lion to educate them on how to be im-

moral through trumpeting the solution 

of safe sex, and it worked. One in five 

teenagers in America today lose their 

virginity before their 13th birthday, 

and 19 percent of America’s teenagers 

say they have had more than four sex-
ual partners before graduation. 

The result? Every day, 2,700 students 
get pregnant, 1,100 get abortions, and 
1,200 give birth. Every day, another 900 
contract a sexually-transmitted dis-
ease, many incurable. AIDS infection 
among high school students climbed 
700 percent between 1990 and 1995. We 
have 3.3 million problem drinkers on 
our high school campuses, over half a 
million alcoholics, and every given 
weekend in America, 30 percent of the 
student population spends some time 
drunk.

Three thousand children today will 
watch their parents get divorced, and 

over 60 percent of the children born 

this day will spend part or all of their 

childhood in a single-parent family. 

There are a quarter of a million re-

ported cases of child abuse every single 

year, and one in three girls being sexu-

ally abused before they are 18, and one 

in 5 boys. That is America today. 
Last year, a young woman in a high 

school in Oklahoma wrote this poem as 

a new school prayer. Let me read it for 

you:

‘‘Now I sit me down in school 

Where praying is against the rule! 

For this great nation under God— 

Finds mention of Him very odd. 

If scripture now the class recites 

It violates the Bill of Rights. 

And any time my head I bow— 

Becomes a Federal matter now. 

Our hair can be purple, orange, or green. 

That’s no offense, it’s a freedom scene. 

The law is specific, the law is precise! 

Only prayer spoken out loud are a serious 

vice.

For praying in a public hall 

Might offend someone with no faith at all. 

In silence alone we must meditate, 

God’s name is prohibited by the State. 

We are allowed to cuss and dress like freaks, 

And pierce our noses, tongues and cheeks. 

They’ve outlawed guns, but FIRST the Bible. 

To quote the Good Book makes me liable. 

We can elect a pregnant Senior Queen, 

and the ’unwed daddy’ our Senior King. 

It’s inappropriate to teach right from wrong, 

We’re taught that such ‘‘judgments’’ do not 

belong.

We can get our condoms and birth controls, 

Study witchcraft, vampires, and totem poles. 

But the Ten Commandments are not al-

lowed—

No word of God must reach this crowd. 

It is scary here I must confess, 

When chaos reigns the school’s a mess. 

So Lord, this silent plea I make: 

Should I be shot—my soul please take!’’ 

Our Nation, which used to lead the 

world in every arena, now leads the 

world in these areas. We are number 

one in violent crime, we are number 

one in divorce, we are number one in 

teenage pregnancies, we are number 

one in volunteer abortions, we are 

number one in illegal drug abuse, we 

are number one in the industrialized 

world for illiteracy. What happened? 

b 1545

First of all, Christianity went to 

sleep. Forty years ago the church gave 

up the public arena to an increasingly 
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secular government and said we would 

focus on the souls of men. Actually, 

the first leader to call for that division 

was not one of our founding fathers. 

His name was Adolph Hitler, who told 

the preachers of Germany, ‘‘You take 

care of their souls and I will take care 

of the rest of their lives.’’ The Bible 

teaches that peace within a Nation 

comes as God’s people stay active and 

pray for their leaders. 
Scripture challenges us in 1 Timothy 

2:1–2: ‘‘I urge then, first of all, that re-

quests, prayer, intercession requests 

for everyone, for kings and all in au-

thority, that we may live peaceful and 

quiet lives in all goodliness and holi-

ness.’’
Here is the million dollar question: 

Are we better off today? Since we ban-

ished God from all our public life and 

systems and allowed a vocal group of 

humanist activists to tell us our faith 

is dangerous to the liberties of this Na-

tion, are we better off? Are we satisfied 

with what is happening in America? 
Alexis de Tocqueville was a famous 

French statesman and scholar. Begin-

ning in 1831 he toured America for 

years to find the secret of her genius 

and strength which was marveled at 

throughout the world. He published a 

two-part work titled, ‘‘Democracy in 

America,’’ which is still hailed as the 

most penetrating analysis of the rela-

tionship of character to democracy 

ever written. 
Here is how de Tocqueville summed 

up his experience: 
‘‘In the United States the influence 

of religion is not confined to the man-

ners, but shapes the intelligence of the 

people. Christianity therefore reigns 

without obstacle, by universal con-

sequence. The consequence is, as I have 

before observed, that every principle in 

a moral world is fixed and in force. 
‘‘I sought for the key to the great-

ness and genius of America in her great 

harbors; her fertile fields and boundless 

forests; in her rich mines and vast 

world commerce; in her universal pub-

lic school system and institutions of 

learning. I sought for it in her demo-

cratic Congress and in her matchless 

Constitution.
‘‘But not until I went into the 

churches of America and heard her pul-

pits flame with righteousness did I un-

derstand the secret of her genius and 

power. America is great because Amer-

ica is good; and if America ever ceases 

to be good, America will cease to be 

great!’’
That is why America was great. That 

is why America is now a mess. 
Let me close by suggesting the an-

swer offered us by President Abraham 

Lincoln in the address he gave calling 

for April 30, 1860, seeking a national 

day of humiliation, fasting and prayer, 

and I read from Abraham Lincoln: 
‘‘We have been the recipients of the 

choicest bounties of Heaven. We have 

been preserved these many years in 

peace and prosperity. We have grown in 

numbers, wealth and powers as no 

other Nation has ever grown. 
‘‘But we have forgotten God. We have 

forgotten the gracious Hand which pre-

served us in peace, and multiplied and 

enriched us; and we have vainly imag-

ined, in the deceitfulness of our hearts, 

that all these blessings were produced 

by some superior wisdom and virtue of 

our own. 
‘‘Intoxicated with unbroken success, 

we have become too self-sufficient to 

feel the necessity of redeeming and 

preserving Grace, too proud to pray to 

the God that made us! It behooves us 

then to humble ourselves before the of-

fended Power, to confess our national 

sins and to pray for clemency and for-

giveness.’’
This was Abraham Lincoln. 
Now we have an entire population 

that has no clue of its true American 

heritage. They have not forgotten; 

they have never known or heard the 

truth of our founding as a Christian 

Nation.
O Lord, forgive us, heal us and lead 

us to stand for what our fathers fought 

to give us, to promote the power of the 

gospel in shaping this Nation and to 

have the courage of our convictions as 

Judeo-Christians. May we not shrink 

back. Abraham Lincoln said this to our 

Nation. We need to hear it again. 
‘‘It is rather for us to be here dedi-

cated to the great task remaining be-

fore us, that from these honored dead 

we take increased devotion to that 

cause for which they gave the last full 

measure of devotion, that we here 

highly resolve that these dead shall not 

have died in vain, that this Nation, 

under God, shall have a new birth of 

freedom.’’

I thank Dr. Fredericks for permitting 

me to plagiarize his address. 

f 

CONDITIONAL ADJOURNMENT TO 

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 19, 2001 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

when the House adjourns on the legis-

lative day of today, it adjourn to meet 

at 10 a.m. on Friday, October 19, 2001, 

unless the House sooner receives a mes-

sage from the Senate transmitting its 

adoption of House Concurrent Resolu-

tion 251, in which case the House shall 

stand adjourned pursuant to that con-

current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-

MONS). Is there objection to the request 

of the gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis-

lative program and any special orders 

heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. BLAGOJEVICH) to revise 

and extend their remarks and include 

extraneous material:) 

Ms. MCKINNEY, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 

Ms. SÁNCHEZ, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 

Speaker, I move that the House do now 

adjourn.

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Accord-

ingly, the House stands adjourned until 

12:30 p.m. on Tuesday, October 23, 2001, 

for morning hour debates, pursuant to 

House Concurrent Resolution 251, or, 

under the previous order of the House, 

until 10 a.m. on Friday, October 19, 

2001, if not sooner in receipt of a mes-

sage from the Senate transmitting its 

concurrence in House Concurrent Reso-

lution 251. 

Thereupon, (at 3 o’clock and 52 min-

utes p.m.), the House stood adjourned 

until 12:30 p.m. on Tuesday, October 23, 

2001, for morning hour debates, pursu-

ant to House Concurrent Resolution 

251, or under the previous order of the 

House, until 10 a.m. on Friday, October 

19, 2001, if not sooner in receipt of a 

message from the Senate transmitting 

its concurrence in House Concurrent 

Resolution 251. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 

communications were taken from the 

Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

4346. A letter from the Acting Executive 

Director, Commodity Futures Trading Com-

mission, transmitting the Commission’s 

final rule—Designated Contract Markets in 

Security Futures Products: Notice-Designa-

tion Requirements, Continuing Obligations, 

Applications for Exemptive Orders, and Ex-

empt Provisions (RIN: 3038–AB82) received 

October 3, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 

801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-

culture.

4347. A letter from the Acting Executive 

Director, Commodity Futures Trading Com-

mission, transmitting the Commission’s 

final rule—Notice of Statement of Commis-

sion Policy Regarding Temporary Relief 

From Certain Provisions of the Commis-

sion’s Regulations—received October 3, 2001, 

pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-

mittee on Agriculture. 

4348. A communication from the President 

of the United States, transmitting Emer-

gency Supplemental Appropriations Act for 

Recovery from and Response to Terrorist At-

tacks on the United States; (H. Doc. No. 

107—135); to the Committee on Appropria-

tions and ordered to be printed. 

4349. A letter from the Deputy Legal Coun-

sel, Community Development Financial In-

stitutions Fund, Department of the Treas-

ury, transmitting the Department’s final 

rule—Notice of Funds Availability (NOFA) 

Inviting Applications for the Community De-

velopment Financial Institutions Pro-

gram—— Core and Intermediary Compo-

nents—received September 26, 2001, pursuant 
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